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Lowell Testifies on Federal Aid Bills 


More than fifty bills providing some forms of Federal aid to education 
have been referred to committees of both Houses of Congress. Lengthy hear- 
ings of a subcommittee of the Senate Committee on Labor and Public Welfare 
ended on March 14. Even more extended hearings have been held by a sub- 
committee of the House Committee on Education and Labor. 


The kind of aid bill, if any, that 
could pass the Congress remained in 
doubt as this went to press. Most 
likely feature to be enacted is a pro- 
vision for college scholarships for stu- 
dents gifted especially in science and 
mathematics. In both principal bills, 
the Administration and the Hill- 
Elliott, the states would be required 
to provide matching funds for the 
program. 


Lowell Testimony 

A POAU spokesman, Rev. C. Stan- 
ley Lowell, associate director, warned 
of dangers in the scholarship program 
and in other features of the two bills. 
While not opposing scholarship grants 
to students in sectarian colleges “as 
such,” Lowell stated that the schol- 
arship feature would “assuredly be 
cited as precedent” for public aid to 
sectarian schools at the elementary 
and secondary level. 


Pointing out that demands for 
“scholarships” in sectarian elemen- 
tary and high schools had already 
been made by high-ranking Roman 
Catholic prelates, Lowell told the 
legislators: “We believe that the 
scholarship grants should be safe- 
guarded against such misuse by spe- 
cific language inserted in any Federal 
aid bill.” 


Warns on Equipment 

Mr. Lowell reminded the commit- 
tee that both of the principal bills 
under study would provide Federal 
funds for certain teaching equipment 
and materials in sectarian institutions 
of higher learning. “Our feeling,” he 
said, “is that direct grants of the kind 
envisaged here would constitute far 
too dangerous a precedent for the 
complete public support of all sectar- 
ian schools.” 








“No Previous Bill . . .” 


An unusual feature of the testi- 
mony was the assertion of POAU’s 
associate director that the Federal 
aid bills carry precedent for sectarian 
subsidy farther than any previous 
legislation has done. Mr. Lowell said: 
“According to our information, no 
previous bill—and this includes the 
G.I. bills—has ever appropriated Fed- 
eral funds for equipment for sectarian 
institutions in the direct manner con- 
templated in these bills. 

“In the past, all appropriations of 
this nature . . . represented a specific 
grant for which there was to be a 
specific return. There is no such 
pledge or safeguard in these bills. . . . 
We suggest elimination from Federal 
aid of expenditures for equipment, 
teachers’ salaries, materials or build- 
ings in sectarian institutions of higher 
learning.” 


Clear Definitions 


The Lowell testimony also criti- 
cized the Administration bill for de- 
fining “elementary school” and “sec- 
ondary school” so loosely that the 
terms would include private and sec- 
tarian schools. He said: “There should 
be at all times meticulously clear 
semantics on this point so that no 
aid to sectarian institutions contrary 
to the original intent of the Congress 
can be included.” 

[Contrary to a sentence in last 
month’s REVIEW, the bill sponsored 
by the National Education Associa- 
tion (Murray-Metcalf bill) provides 
one to five billion dollars a year for 
public schools only. It would not in- 
clude any appropriations for even 
welfare services such as bus transpor- 

(Continued on page 7) 


Writ Denied Parents 
Convent Holds Girl 





Alice Miller 


A court order releasing his daugh- 
ter from a convent was denied a non- 
Catholic father in a recent Portland, 
Oregon, decision. Ivan R. Miller, fa- 
ther of Alice Miller, 19, says he will 
appeal the case, alleging that Alice 
joined the nearby Convent of St. 
Mary because she was “‘brainwashed’”’ 
by 10 years in parochial schools. 

In denying a writ, Circuit Judge 
Glen Heiber said that the girl was 
“emancipated” from parental con- 
trol because her father reportedly 
told her to choose between her family 
and the Roman Catholic Church. He 
decided the case on legal, not reli- 
gious, grounds, said Judge Heiber. 

Miller, a “Protestant” with no 
church connection, blamed the trouble 
on his “own ignorance of the Cath- 
olic system,” saying he let Alice at- 
tend parochial schools because he 
mistakenly believed that they gave 
her “better training than our public 
schools.” Now that he “can see how 
she has been sucked in, we are afraid 
she will be kept in (the convent) by 
fear,” he said. 

(Continued on page 3) 











* Editorial ¢ 
Sauce for the Goose 


There is something almost gro- 
tesque about the Roman Catholic de- 
mand (editorialized in America, 
March 8, 1958) that “Christian mar- 
riages” be recognized by the Jewish 
rabbinate in Israel. We are, of course, 
in complete sympathy with the de- 
mand. We consider the marriage laws 
of Israel which were designed by or- 
thodox Jewish rabbis to be quite in- 
defensible. We can and do sympa- 
thize with members of the Roman 
Church who, because they were mar- 
ried by a priest, now find themselves 
pronounced “public sinners” by the 
orthodox rabbis who have a monop- 
oly on marriage in Israel. 

The grotesque element in this sit- 
uation is the fact that Roman Cath- 
olic priests handle mixed marriages 
involving their members in exactly 
the same way as the Israel rabbis. The 
world was graphically reminded of 
this fact by the recent trial and con- 
viction of the Bishop of Prato in 
Italy. Signor and Mrs. Mauro Bel- 
landi were both baptized Roman 
Catholics, although he, at least, had 
long since left the church. The couple 
decided to have a wedding ceremony 
that was not performed by a priest. 
The hierarchy insisted that it had a 
monopoly on marriage involving 
these persons, since their baptism 
made them technically members of 
the Roman Catholic Church. 


Monopoly Defied 


When the couple defied the monop- 
oly and had a civil ceremony only, 
the Bishop of Prato called them 
“public sinners’ and published the 
statement that they were living in 
“low and abominable concubinage.” 
Resenting the ugly reflection on his 
wife, Signor Bellandi sued the bishop 
for defamation of character, and won. 
The bishop was deeply shocked and 
“forgave” the Bellandis for their ter- 
rible sin in haling him to court. The 
Pope was declared to be “in mourn- 
ing’; the churches were draped in 
black. 

Why? Because, it was averred, the 
bishop was doing his spiritual duty in 
denouncing the Bellandis. He was 
asserting his church’s monopoly on 
marriage. This is frankly admitted by 
an American Roman Catholic bishop, 
John J. Wright of Worcester, Mass. 
Bishop Wright declared on March 10 
that the Italian bishop “only did 
what every other bishop in the world 
would have to do; what every parish 
priest would have to do.” 
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We see sense, but no consistency, 
in America’s fervent plea that “reli- 
gious liberty (i.e. recognition of Chris- 
tian marriages involving Jews) be 
granted all Christians in Israel.” If 
America expects to be heard, let it 
widen its sympathy and its appeal. 
Let it call for religious liberty not 
merely for its own votaries in a diffi- 
cult spot, but for all persons of all 
faiths. Let America call for complete 
reciprocity among churches and reli- 
gions in the recognition of each other’s 
marriage ceremonies. Until it is will- 
ing to make such a plea ought America 
to speak on this issue at all? 


Monopoly Dangers 


The situation in regard to the 
Roman Catholic marriage monopoly 
in Italy is even more serious than we 
have indicated. The fact is that the 
Roman Church not only seeks to con- 
trol the marriage of its own mem- 
bers but to exercise a marriage mo- 
nopoly over all persons in that land. 
The monopoly is exercised on the 
basis of the technicality of infant 
baptism. All infants born in Italy 
are subject to close clerical surveil- 
lance. Few escape Roman Catholic 
baptism. Once they receive this sac- 
rament, they are from that time on 
Roman Catholics and there is nothing 
they can ever do to change the fact. 


In Spain under the concordat Prot- 
estants are refused the right to have 
their own wedding rites in cases 
where one or both of the principals 
are former Catholics. Conversion to 
Protestantism is not regarded as suf- 
ficient proof of ‘‘non-Catholicism.” 


We know a man here in the U. S. 
who has been trying for years to leave 
the Roman Church. He has left it, of 
course, but he wants formal certifi- 
cation from the hierarchy that he is 
no longer a member. He has carried 
the matter to the church’s highest 
authorities but Ae can’t get that cer- 
tification. He is still on the books! 

The rigidity of the Roman Church 
in this matter is also illustrated in 
the Bellandi case. When Signor Bel- 
landi was seriously ill and could not 
act to prevent it, his child was spirited 
away by nuns and baptized a Roman 
Catholic. The father’s vehement pro- 
tests went for naught. What is the 
meaning of this event? Its meaning is 
that the Bellandi child, branded as 
illegitimate by the church, is now a 
“Catholic.” If he lives and some day 
is married “outside the church,” he 
and his wife may become victims of 
the same kind of defamation his par- 
ents have been courageously battling 
in the Italian courts. 


The Sauce 


Now for the life of us we cannot 
see why America or its church, either 
one, should protest the attitude of the 
orthodox rabbis in Israel. It is, to be 
sure, pretty hard on the individual 
Catholics caught in this cruel dilem- 
ma. Yet exactly the same practice is 
followed by Roman Catholic priests 
when the parishioners are married in 
non-Catholic ceremonies. It is the old 
question of whose ox is being gored. 
America protests what is being done 
to Roman Catholics by Jewish rab- 
bis, but the Roman hierarchy does 
exactly the same thing to Jews and 
Protestants wherever it can assert its 
own marriage monopoly. Instead of 
criticizing the Jews, America should 
commend them for taking what, from 
the Roman Catholic point of view, is 
the only consistent position in regard 
to mixed marriages. 

Protestant missionaries have long 
encountered this same kind of rigid- 
ity in Roman Catholic dominated 
countries. “Proselyting” is regarded 
as a dangerous offense and, in con- 
cordat lands, frequently incurs civil 
penalties. The assumption here is 
that a person baptized in infancy as 
a Roman Catholic must always re- 
main in that faith, that any change 
in his religious status is impossible 
and, if accomplished anyway, is a 
crime. 

All this makes clear that the “re- 
ligious liberty” for which America 
editorializes can never be achieved 
unless, along with reciprocity in rec- 


(Continued on page 5) 
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| MEWS Irom Fur and Near | 


@ The North American Council of the World Presbyterian Alliance, meet- 
ing at Mount Pocono, Pennsylvania, adopted a resolution which urged that 
federal aid to education must not violate the principle of separation of church 
and state “by allocation of funds, directly or indirectly, to private institu- 
tions.” 

@ The Executive Committee of the General Conference of Sev- 
enth-day Adventists adopted a resolution of opposition to the so- 
called Christian Amendment which would “recognize the authority 
and law of Jesus Christ” as part of our Federal Constitution. The 
Committee pointed out that “millions of Jews, Moslems, Hindus, 
Buddhists and Shintoists and other faith do not accept Christ as 
the Ruler of Nations,” and that these people, along with millions 
who “profess no particular religion would be made second class 
citizens if the amendment were adopted. 


@ The results of the Argentine elections were not only a landslide victory 
for Arturo Frondizi but also a popular repudiation of the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy. During the campaign the bishops had abused the President-elect 
for his refusal to commit himself in advance against divorce, in favor of 
special privileges for Catholic colleges, and in favor of certain political rights 
in Argentina for the Vatican. The Socialist candidate was also condemned 
for having dared to advocate a divorce law. 

@ The policy of the American Roman Catholic Hierarchy in re- 
sisting assimilation of its members into American culture—their 
boycott of the common schools, their maintenance of foreign polit- 
ical loyalties, their objections to intermarriage, etc.—have had re- 
percussions recently in Australia. The “Methodist,” of Sydney, ex- 
pressed concern over the “influx of southern European migrants” 
to that country. The publication urged that their “basically Anglo- 
Saxon and Protestant nation” try to attract people of the same tra- 
dition of fundamental rights and freedom. 

@ Returning from his Latin American tour, Billy Graham said that the 
spirit of religious liberty is growing in Latin America. It was manifested by 
the hundreds of thousands who denied clerical orders to attend his meetings. 
In several countries his meetings were the largest religious gatherings in his- 
tory. It is not yet clear whether Graham’s success will intensify or lessen 
persecution of Protestants. 





Catholic Rule on Concubines 


The Catholic rule under which Mr. 
and Mrs. Mauro Bellandi, in Prato, 
Italy, have been declared as “living 
in sin” is stated fully in “My Wed- 
ding Day” by Louis L. Morrow, 
Bishop of Krishnagar, and published 
as an official Catholic document. The 
marriage rule, on page 9, reads as 
follows: 

“May Catholics marry before a 
non-Catholic minister?” 

“Tf Catholics attempt to marry be- 
fore a non-Catholic minister, they not 
only commit sin, but they are excom- 
municated from the Church for rec- 
ognizing a false religion. They are not 
married and are excluded from the 
sacraments, may not be god-parents 
for baptism and confirmation, and 
may not receive Christian burial. 
Their excommunication lasts until 
they are absolved from censure by 
authority of the bishop. Then they 
should go to confession and get prop- 
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erly married before a Catholic priest 
if they are to live as husband and 
wife.” 

The same rule applies to a marriage 
before a civil official. This pamphlet 
says concerning this practice: “Cath- 
olics who go through the form of mar- 
riage before a civil official, such as a 
judge, a justice of the peace, a squire, 
or any clerk of court, are not married. 
.. . If they live together as man and 
wife, they are living in sin and against 
the Sixth and Ninth Commandments. 
Their legal contract may save them 
from jail, but it will not save them 
from hell.” 


+ 


Writ Denied 


(Continued from page 1) 
Unless stopped by the upper court, 
Alice is free to do as she wishes. Her 
plans include becoming a Sister of 
St. Mary and a teacher of parochial 
school fifth graders. 


¢ Editorial ¢ 
A Sour Note, 
Bishop Sheen 


Bishop Fulton J. Sheen proved 
himself quite a propagandist when 
he spoke in early March at the White 
House Conference on foreign aid. 
Still, we doubt that his propaganda 
will fool many. 

Bishop Sheen blandly suggested 
that in the interest of getting away 
from “materialism” all foreign aid 
should be channeled through private 
religious and educational institutions. 
This, the bishop argued, would enable 
the program to express “Christian 
principles” and “moral precepts” in 
a way no government program could 
ever do. 

An ugly question rises: would 
such control of foreign aid defeat 
“materialism” as much as it would 
buttress or encourage clerically dom- 
inated tyrannies in many lands? 


Power Unlimited 


The extensive program of the Ro- 
man Church in distributing American 
surplus commodities in other lands 
has, no doubt, inspired Bishop Sheen 
to ask for full church control of for- 
eign aid. Homer A. Jack, writing in 
the good, gray Christian Century, 
said that many were “annoyed” be- 
cause Bishop Sheen asked “that gov- 
ernmental aid funds be funneled 
through religious missions ‘exclu- 
sively for social and medical care of 
the underprivileged.’ ” 

“Annoyed” is, perhaps, too mild a 
word. “Shocked” would be better. 
Such a bold bid for power by a reli- 
gious denomination is almost without 
parallel in our annals. 

Ecclesiastical control of foreign aid 
would turn this program into a power 
tool of the Roman hierarchy. For this 
is the church that would stand to 
reap most of the benefit. With its 
strong, centrally controlled organiza- 
tion, it would be in position to qualify 
quickly as the distributive agent in 
one area after another throughout the 
world. With this vast wealth at its 
disposal, the “conversion potential” 
of the Roman Church would be mul- 
tiplied many times and its already 
formidable political power greatly 
enhanced. 

Bishop Sheen has sounded a sour 
note. Foreign aid is already a tortu- 
ous question. Let us not complicate 
it with sectarian strife. 





Is “Big Question” Coming in 


New York and Congress? 


When Senator Edward J. Speno, (R. Nassau) piloted a bill through the 
New York State Senate in March, calling for aid in the driver-education 
facilities for parochial schools, he remarked that such a measure brought the 
Legislature a step nearer to “the big question.” 

By this, it was reported, he meant the question of providing substantial 


public funds for parochial school pro- 
grams. In a bid for political support 
on the issue Mr. Speno declared: “I 
hope I am around when that time 
comes. I have some strong convic- 
tions on the subject.” 

In a special release Glenn L. 
Archer, executive director of POAU, 
said: “Mr. Speno, the sponsor of this 
bill, is to be commended for his can- 
dor. He has frankly admitted . . . that 
the passage of this kind of subsidy 
measure for church schools is a direct 
step toward full subsidy. . . . The ac- 
tion of the New York Senate is a dis- 
couraging reversion from our free 
tradition. . . . We are moving in the 
wrong direction; we are exacting com- 
pulsory levies for church enterprise, 
a policy our fathers rejected more 
than a century ago.” 


Senatorial Colloquy 


Meanwhile, the issue had reared its 
head in Congress where a subcommit- 
tee of the Senate Committee on Labor 
and Public Welfare had been holding 
hearings on a number of Federal aid 
to education bills. In testimony of- 
fered on March 12 Senator Joseph S. 
Clark (D. Pa.) called for a program 
of classroom construction for sectar- 
ian colleges and universities. (Sen- 
ator Clark was somewhat misrepre- 
sented by the New York Times, May 
13, in an article which stated that he 
advocated extension of Federal aid 
to church colleges and schools. Ap- 
parently Senator Clark referred to 
institutions of higher education only.) 

Senator Wayne Morse (D. Ore.) 
made his own position unmistakably 
clear. He said: “I have shared Sen- 
ator Clark’s position for years and 
have been active as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, except that I have 
stressed it on the grade and high 
school level. . . . The problem, it 
seems to me, is to find the line of dis- 
tinction between the educational con- 
tributions and work of the private 
schools, and its other activities, reli- 
gious or otherwise. In my judgment 
what a boy or girl gets in public 
school by Federal aid, a boy or girl 
in private school should get by Fed- 
eral aid.” 

Senator Clark replied: “I think the 
Senator and I concur.” 
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Election Year 


One amusing feature of the senti- 
mental support expressed for sectarian 
schools by several liberal senators re- 
cently is that these same senators have 
been supporting a bill which limits 
public appropriations to public schools 
only. Washington observers believe 
that some of the complimentary opin- 
ions concerning parochial schools ex- 
pressed by senators are based upon 
the fact that this is an election year. 

Any general appropriations for sec- 
tarian education, apart from money 
for school buses and textbooks, would 
be outlawed by the United States 
Supreme Court under its 1947 deci- 
sion in the Everson Case which de- 
clared that: “No tax in any amount, 
large or small, can be levied to sup- 
port any religious activities or insti- 
tutions, whatever they may be called, 
or whatever form they may adopt to 
teach or practice religion.” 


+ 


Liberty and Separation 
inseparable 


Dr. Julius Mark, senior rabbi of 
one of New York’s most important 
synagogues, Temple Emanu-E]l has 
declared ‘“‘Wherever Church and state 
are united—whether it be Catholic, 
Protestant, Jewish or what not—men 
will suffer religious persecution and 
civil disabilities.” 

As reported by the New York 
Times, he describes Spain as a coun- 
try “where a handful of Protestants 
and Jews are tolerated as second class 
citizens.” He condemned conditions 
in Italy “where the separation of 
church and state has not existed since 
the Lateran Concordat between Pope 
Pius I and Mussolini in 1929.” 

Consistently, Rabbi Mark attacked 
certain abuses which have developed 
in Israel, “where the Orthodox Party, 
representing perhaps 15% of the 
country’s voting strength, through 
the non-separation of church and 
state has denied to many Israeli cit- 
izens the basic right of religious free- 
dom.” 


Seton Hall Excused 
From Hospital Rent 


A suit brought by the Jersey City 
Association for Separation of Church 
and State to compel Seton Hall, a 
Roman Catholic institution, to pay 
rent for its use of the Jersey Medical 
Center, was dismissed in Superior 
Court Feb. 28. 

As bitter accusations of “give- 
away” were heard, the immense $40 
million Jersey Medical Center was 
leased to Seton Hall College of Medi- 
cine and Dentistry in 1954. The ac- 
tion of the city council in leasing the 
facilities to a sectarian institution was 
challenged in the courts by the Asso- 
ciation for Separation of Church and 
State. In January, 1957 the Supreme 
Court of New Jersey dismissed an ap- 
peal to invalidate the lease, thereby 
sustaining the lower court. 

Opponents of the lease charged at 
the time it was executed that Seton 
Hall would never pay anything for 
its use of the center. The rental rate 
nominally agreed to is $275,000 per 
annum. Nothing has ever been paid. 

The taxpayer’s suit was dismissed 
“without prejudice” by Judge Charles 
W. Broadhurst on the ground that 
the city commissioners elected last 
May had not been in office long 
enough to be considered “wrongfully 
negligent” in failing to collect the 
rents. 

Solomon Golat, attorney for the as- 
sociation, announced that he would 
appeal the ruling to a higher court. 

| Ed. note: As this issue of the Re- 
view went to press, word was received 
of the death of the Rev. Dr. George 
G. Hollingshead who had served as 
President of the Jersey City Associ- 
ation for Separation of Church and 
State. A 33rd Degree Mason, Dr. 
Hollingshead had been a leader in re- 
sisting the “give-away” of the $40 
million Jersey City medical center to 
Seton Hall. ] 


Quote of the Month 

“As proselytizing (in Colom- 
bia) grew and grew a directive 
was issued . . . to spell out 
again the long-standing legal 
restriction: 

Non-Catholics . . . may not 

proselytize in public. .. . 

If Protestants would observe 
that ruling, religious tensions 
in Colombia would disappear al- 
most overnight.” 


Father Eugene K. Culhane in 
AMERICA, March 8, 1958 
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Oregon Book Test Looms 





Governor Holmes 


Organization of Oregonians United 
for Separation of Church and State 
has apparently assured a court test 
for the highly controversial “parochial 
school textbook law” passed by the 
1957 session of the Oregon Legisla- 
ture. A test of the law was advocated 
by Leo Pfeffer, associate general 
counsel of the American Jewish Con- 
gress, when he visited Portland in 
March. 

The state has actually had the 
controversial law on its books since 
1941, but parochial schools, being 
generally sub-standard, could not 
qualify for the books under the law. 
The 1957 act removed most of the 
requirements and enabled practically 
any school to qualify. 


Governor Reacts 


Admitting that he had been deluged 
with letters protesting his approval 
of the embattled law, Gov. Robert D. 
Holmes lashed his critics with such 
astonishing expressions as “religious 
prejudice” and “bigoted view.” The 
governor was apparently unwilling to 
credit sincerity or integrity to the 
many thousands of his constituents 
who saw in the textbook grant a 
“subsidy to a church” and wanted it 
challenged in the courts. 

(A letter to Governor Holmes ask- 
ing if he had actually made the re- 
marks attributed to him in the press, 
was unanswered as our deadline 
passed ) . 

Governor Holmes’ bigot statements 
apparently applied to the leadership 
of the Oregon Council of Churches 
representing virtually all the state’s 
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Protestant denominations. The Coun- 
cil had strongly opposed the grant of 
textbooks to parochial schools and 
continues to do so. 


Mrs. McConahay Comments 


A thoughtful comment on the Gov- 
ernor’s reaction came from Mrs, 
D. T. McConahay in a letter to the 
Portland Oregonian. She wondered 
whether Governor Holmes saw big- 
otry or religious prejudice in the ac- 
tion of the Seventh-day Adventists 
of Oregon who had refused the state’s 
textbooks for their 60 schools in the 
state. 


Mrs. McConahay, a Presbyterian, 
stated her opinion that the Advent- 
ists had been motivated by “deep 
conviction in the principle of church- 
state separation whereby the govern- 
ment does not interfere with religious 
endeavor, and whereby government 
does not aid any religion with public 
tax money.” 


No case involving grants for text- 
books to church schools has been 
before the Supreme Court since the 
Cochran case in 1929. Many lawyers 
interested in Church-State problems 
felt that a challenge to the 1957 Ore- 
gon law might afford a good oppor- 
tunity for a review of the entire ques- 
tion by the nation’s highest court. 


+ 


Governor Holmes Writes 


The REVIEW was in press when 
a letter arrived from Governor 
Holmes. We pulled out type to make 
room for his statement which is as 
follows: 


Dear Mr. Lowell: 


Thank you for your letter of March 
11. You are quite right in thinking I 
never used the word ‘bigot’ in my 
language in connection with anyone 
who is making an honest case against 
any existing law. 

. . . However, I did comment on 
correspondence I was receiving when 
a newspaper reporter asked me to 
comment on it. The correspondence 
was from violent, anti-Catholics who 
were writing the most prejudiced, and 
anti-civil rights letters to me. I did 
say that that kind of correspondence 
did not impress me, that it was un- 
reasonable and prejudiced—and it 
was. 

I want you to know that I have 
every respect for honest differences of 
opinion, and for arguments that are 
based on reason and good taste. . 

(Signed) Robert D. Holmes 


Baccalaureate Voluntary 
In Moundsville, W. Va. 


Attendance at baccalaureate serv- 
ices has been made strictly voluntary 
by the Marshall County, W. Va. 
School Board. Graduates will be ex- 
cused if they present a note signed 
by them and a parent stating that 
they will not be present. 

Moundsville is located in Marshall 
County. This was the scene of a 
POAU battle for religious liberty a 
year ago. Twenty-two Roman Cath- 
olic senior class members were or- 
dered to stay away from the bacca- 
laureate service by their priest, Fa- 
ther B. F. Farrell. (CHURCH AND 
STATE, July, 1957) 

Father Farrell’s objection was made 
on the basis that the service was to 
be held in a church of another de- 
nomination (Methodist). Glenn L. 
Archer of POAU supported the stand 
of Father Farrell by pointing out to 
the school board that “attendance at 
such a function could not be made 
compulsory. There are always certain 
religious minorities, as well as secu- 
larists and atheists, whose convictions 
will not permit them to join in an 
occasion of common worship. . . . 
Here in the U. S. persons are never 
coerced where religious practice and 
belief are concerned.” 

The action of the County School 
Board, taken on Feb. 16, represents 
complete agreement with the point of 
view expressed by Mr. Archer last 
year. 

It has since been announced 
(March 17) that three Minneapolis 
high schools have substituted “dedi- 
cation programs” for baccalaureate 
services. The intent of the change 
was to eliminate the religious nature 
of the service and was prompted by 
dissension among religious groups. 


+ 


Sauce for the Goose 
(Continued from page 2) 
ognition of marriage ceremonies, 
there is also recognition of the right 

to change one’s faith. 

There are many “converts” to Ro- 
man Catholicism every year. There 
are also many who leave that church 
and join others. Let all churches, the 
Roman Church included, recognize 
the right of persons to make such 
changes. Let none persist in the effort 
to enforce a faith upon those whose 
conscience has long since rejected it. 
This principle is basic to the struggle 
between Signor Bellandi and the 
Bishop of Prato. It is also basic to 
religious liberty. 





Sample Census Yields 
Surprising Result 


Conflicting opinions have been 
stirred up by the “sample religious 
census” undertaken by the Bureau of 
the Census after the proposal for a 
religious questionnaire in the 1960 
regular census had been defeated. 

The general results of the “sample 
census” were extremely favorable for 
religion in the United States, but 
many experts have questioned the 
reliability of the results attained be- 
cause of the nature of the question. 
Census takers in approximately 35,- 
000 households scattered throughout 
the United States asked the question: 
“What is your religion?”. In reply 
to this question the returns showed 
that 66.2% of the people indicated a 
Protestant preference; 25.7% a Ro- 
man Catholic preference; 3.2% a 
Jewish preference; and only 2.7% in- 
dicated that they had no religious 
inclination at all. (There were a few 
scattered individuals not recorded or 
belonging to other faiths). 

The figures as published indicated 
an astonishing jump from about 62% 
to 96% among the “religious-minded” 
people of the United States. Critics, 
however, declare that an entirely dif- 
ferent result might have been attained 
by asking the question: “Do you be- 
long to any church or synagogue, and 
if so, which one?”. They point out 
that the question used in the sample 
census made it possible for an indi- 
vidual to reply on the basis of inher- 
itance, family association or general 
sentiment. 

In the Catholic press great head- 
lines have appeared declaring that 
the Catholic proportion in the popu- 
lation is much larger than the alleged 
35,000,000 previously claimed in 
Catholic statistics. The Catholic press 
failed to point out that the Protestant 
jump was even more substantial. A 
1956 summary of religious statistics 
published by the National Council of 
Churches suggested that the Prot- 
estant proportion of the population 
was only 53%, whereas the new sam- 
ple census puts this proportion at 
66.2%. The tentative conclusion from 
the sample census is that Protestant- 
ism is even stronger than previous 
estimates had estimated, and that its 
actual strength is proportionately 
larger than the previous estimates of 
Protestantism as compared with Ro- 
man Catholicism. 

The only two groups that suffered 
a serious downgrading in the sample 
census were the Jewish organizations, 
which are conceded only 3.2% of the 
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We are ready to assist any bona fide 
Catholic. or ex-Catholic plaintiffs in 
this country in parallel suits for dam- 
ages against American Catholic bishops 
or priests who utter similar libels or 
slanders against their moral status. The 
principle of the Italian court decision 
should be extended to the U. S. where 
the Roman Catholic Church teaches 
the same discriminatory gospel. 

Surely there should be as much free- 
dom from clerical slander in the U. S. 
as in Italy. 

It must be understood that the 
Roman Catholic Church does not have 
a monopoly on marriage services in this 
country. Protestant clergymen and 
Jewish rabbis must be recognized as 
having equal rights in this area. 


Glenn L. Archer 
(March 3, 1958) 











population, and the non-church in- 
dividuals who dropped from an esti- 
mated 38% to 2.7%. 

The American Humanist Associa- 
tion, in behalf of the unchurched sec- 
tor in the American population has 
protested the sample census as “un- 
fair” to those who are not affiliated 
with any church. It has suggested 
that an institutional question should 
be asked in the census (if any) and 
that it be made entirely voluntary. 
Opposition to any religious census, 
however, is still strong and Washing- 
ton observers do not believe that the 
Federal Government will be likely to 
revive any demand for an official 
census in the future. 
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Maine Case Appealed 


Opponents of the use of tax funds 
for parochial school buses suffered a 
temporary defeat in Maine’s Supe- 
rior Court on March 14, when Jus- 
tice Harold C. Marden denied an in- 
junction against the use of a token 
$250 appropriation by the Augusta 
City Council for such a purpose. 

It is understood that the case will 
be immediately appealed to Maine’s 
Supreme Judicial Court. 

The Augusta parochial bus fight 
began last year when Catholic leaders 
threatened to “dump” approximately 
900 Catholic children on the public 
schools unless the city paid bus costs 
for parochial school children. Last 
year Judge Marden prevented the city 
from spending a token $100 out of 
educational funds for parochial school 
bus transportation, but he has now 
permitted the $250 payment from 
welfare funds, and has passed the 
constitutional responsibility on to a 
higher court. 


Since Judge Marden did not rule 
concerning the constitutional merits 
of the new token payment, coming 
under the head of “welfare funds,”’ 
the plaintiffs in the Augusta suit 
headed by Dr. Alden W. Squires, have 
suffered only a temporary defeat. 

Three prominent lawyers are repre- 
senting the plaintiffs in this case, 
Charles A. Peirce, Ernest L. Good- 
speed, Jr., and Richard B. Sanborn. 
The chief defendant in the suit is 
Mayor H. Lloyd Carey of Augusta. 
The suit has attracted national atten- 
tion because the new city appropria- 
tion measure stipulated that parochial 
bus transportation was to be provided 
for the “health, welfare and safety” 
of the parochial school children. 
Maine’s highest court of appeal will 
have the opportunity to create a defi- 
nition for the state of the word “wel- 
fare,” and this definition may create 
an important precedent in the field of 
church-state legislation throughout 
the country. 
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10 Year Balance Sheet 


Order now your copies of the POAU 
“Ten Year Balance Sheet” containing 
an analysis of the Church-State de- 
velopments since 1947. Also the fa- 
mous POAU “questions for Catholic 
candidates.” 
Please send me 

copies of the “Balance Shect”’ 
(1 copy 5¢; 12 copies 50c; 100 copies $3) 
$ amount enclosed 
Name 
Street 
City ( ) State 


ATLANTA GEMS 


Copies of all major addresses de- 
livered at 10th National Conference, 
Atlanta, Ga., Feb. 10 & 11. Includes 
speeches by Bishop Ivan Lee Holt, 
Dr. C. Emanuel Carlson, Glenn L. 
Archer, C. Stanley Lowell, Dr. J. 
Howard Williams, Dr. W. Earl Ho- 
talen, Dr. Frank H. Yost. 

Complete packet $1 


Please send packets; $ enclosed 
Name . 

Street 

City ( ) State 


Address all orders to 
POAU, 1633 Massachusetts Ave., N.W. 
Washington 6, D. C. 


CHURCH AND STATE 
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Sunday Law Subject of Bitter 


Controversy in New York 


The City Council of New York 
City has split cleanly along partisan 
religious lines in a struggle over a 
new Sunday law. By a vote of 14 to 
7 the Council in March requested the 
State Legislature of New York to 
modify the state laws in such a way as 
to permit merchants who close on 
Saturday to remain open on Sunday. 
Acting under solemn pronouncement 
by the Roman Catholic hierarchy of 
New York, all seven of the Roman 
Catholic councilmen of New York 
voted against the new bill, and all 
Jewish members favored it. The mar- 
gin of victory for the modified Sun- 
day law was provided by three Prot- 
estant councilmen who voted with 
Jewish members in spite of the oppo- 
sition to the new plan by the Prot- 
estant Council of the City of New 
York. 

Jewish leaders were particularly 
active in championing the new meas- 
ure and 25 Jewish organizations pe- 
titioned the State Legislature on 
March 15 to pass the Asch-Rosen- 
blatt Bill, the so-called “fair Sabbath 
law.” 

Under the Asch-Rosenblatt Bill 
each citizen will be permitted to 
choose his day of rest and worship in 
accord with the dictates of his reli- 
gion. It would allow individuals to do 
business on Sunday if they observed 
another day as the Sabbath. The im- 
mediate effect would be the opening 
of a number of small shops in New 
York, owned by Jewish proprietors, 
but opponents of the measure fear 
that it might lead ultimately to the 
opening of large department stores 
on Sunday. Jewish leaders are de- 
manding home rule for New York 
City on Sunday questions, and Prot- 
estant councilmen (three in number) 
went along with them in the voting. 

The Protestant Council of New 
York protested the new measure on 
the ground that: “Our city’s and na- 
tion’s greatest need is for more oppor- 
tunities for worship and rest rather 
than less. Proposed legislation would 
have practical effect of destroying 
Sabbath principle altogether in our 
culture.” 


+ 


“It is proper to take alarm at the 
first experiment upon our liberties.” 
—James Madison 
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New POAU Chapters have been 
organized recently in St. Paul, Minne- 
sota, Memphis, Tennessee, Belleville, 
Illinois and Fresno, California. Offi- 
cial Charters are being presented by 
Executive Director Glenn L. Archer 
on the occasion of his appearance at 
public meetings in Belleville and 
Fresno. 

The San Francisco Chapter has 
been re-organized and new Chapters 
are being formed as we go to press 
in San Pedro, California and Fred- 
ericksburg, Virginia. 

In March Mr. Archer spoke in 
Lynchburg, Virginia; Jacksonville 
and Dallas, Texas; Piedmont, Oxford 
and Anniston, Alabama; Belleville 
and East St. Louis, Illinois; and 
Charlotte, North Carolina. 

In April the Executive Director 
speaks at public meetings sponsored 
by local Chapters in Boston, New 
York City, Portland, Oregon, Fresno 
and Los Angeles, California, and 
Hartford and New London, Connect- 
icut. 

Associate Director C. Stanley Low- 
ell has spoken recently in Philadel- 
phia, and Washington, D. C. He is 
speaking during April in Dover, Del- 
aware, Franklin, Indiana, Chicago, 
Illinois and Binghamton, New York. 

Seven hundred were present last 
month when the new Phoenix Chap- 
ter held a public meeting, using a Na- 
tional POAU recording for the pro- 
gram feature. 

Director of Organization John C. 
Mayne met with Chapter officials and 
church leaders in Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, New York City, and Hartford, 
Connecticut. He speaks to groups in 
Washington, D. C., and Chicago, Illi- 
nois. A POAU exhibit is being pre- 
pared by the Department of Organ- 
ization for the NAE Convention in 
Chicago during April. 
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Lowell Testifies 
(Continued from page 1) 
tation at the state level. Last month’s 
analysis of this bill, based on public 
statements by its own sponsors, failed 
to note that it is a bill for public 
schools only. It is not objectionable 
to believers in the separation of 
church and state. However, predic- 
tions are that it has no chance of 

adoption. ] 


Council of Churches Oppose 


Posting of Commandments 


Defeat of a bill which would permit 
posting of the Ten Commandments in 
the public schools of New York state 
was urged by the Protestant State 
Council of Churches in a statement 
issued March 6. 

The bill contains an “interdenom- 
inational”’ version of the Ten Com- 
mandments, a version which its spon- 
sors Claim is agreeable to all Christian 
and Jewish groups. Critics of the pro- 
posal insisted that a “new” version 
of the Ten Commandments had been 
drafted, a version which differed from 
any in actual use. 

The Council of Churches com- 
plained that the version of the com- 
mandments contained in the bill was 
“not a commonly accepted one” and 
that “it reflects one religious point of 
view.” The statement added that 
while the material in question was 
titled “the Ten Commandments,” it 
really contained eleven Command- 
ments. 

The proposal “treads upon very 
dangerous ground,” the churchmen 
said, because it would violate the doc- 
trine of the separation of church and 
state. 
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Zorach Echoes 


Lawyers frequently remind that 
the Zorach decision of the Supreme 
Court on “released time” passed only 
on the particular arrangement then 
before the court. Many state consti- 
tutions are considerably stricter than 
the U. S. constitution in their prohi- 
bitions on state aid to religion. Re- 
leased-time arrangements could con- 
ceivably be invalidated in such states. 

Proceeding on this theory, a new 
suit has been filed in Spokane, Wash- 
ington challenging the validity of the 
released-time program operative 
there. 


Permission and Requirement 


Keep a careful distinction between 
the words “permission” and “require- 
ment.” A court decision which permits 
a State to do a certain thing does not 
require the state to do this. New Eng- 
land Bishops of the Roman Church 
have insisted that the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the Everson case, 
permitting bus transportation for pa- 
rochial school pupils, actually requires 
that such transportation be provided. 

So, also, in Oregon, Felix L. Dilger 
has filed suit to require a local school 
board to set up a released time pro- 
gram contrary to its previous policy. 
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RELIGION VIA LAW 


Opposed by the Council of 
Churches, a Michigan bill requiring 
public school teachers to read ten 
verses daily from the Bible and re- 
quiring pupils to memorize the Lord’s 
Prayer and the Ten Commandments 
was tabled. 

In Congress, various bills for des- 
ignating “days of prayer” were re- 
jected by a Committee, but a new 
one was introduced by Congressman 
Anfuso to designate Columbus Day 
as such. 

The Belgians are issuing a postage 
stamp in honor of the Virgin of the 
Inkpot. The Swiss are issuing one in 
honor of the YMCA. An American 
Congressman urges issuance of one in 
honor of “The Birthday of Jesus 
Christ.” 

The Mayor of New York pro- 
claimed still another holiday in honor 
of the city’s Jesuit University, this 
one in honor of the school newspaper, 
The Fordham Ram. The governor 
of Minnesota proclaimed “Go to 
Church Month” while the governor 
of Kentucky proclaimed “Christian 
Endeavor Month.” 

In Kentucky a Judge handed two 
juvenile delinquents religious medal- 
lions and told them, before sinning 
again, to throw them away. 

In Germany, judges were ordered 
to display crucifixes in their court- 
rooms which were removed during 
Bismarck’s famous contest with the 
Church of Rome. 

President Batista of Cuba an- 
nounces that the statue of the Christ 
of Havana will be completed soon. 
The Irish are finishing one in honor 
of Our Lady of the Dublin Port. In 
Mexico, one is being built under wa- 
ter at Acapulco Bay in Honor of Our 
Lady of Guadalupe, Protectoress of 
Skin Divers. 





Cardinal Lercaro, Archbishop of Bologna (left) comforts Bishop Fiordelli of Prato after the 





latter's conviction on charges of “defamation of character.” (See editorial, page 2.) 





Sectarian Medicine 
Opposed hy Bishop 


Churches should not try to shackle 
medical science to religious preju- 
dice, declared Methodist Bishop 
Richard C. Raines of Indianapolis. 

Speaking at the recent annual con- 
vention of the National Association 
of Methodist Hospitals and Homes in 
Chicago, Bishop Raines said that 
churches should not “seek to exercise 
control over the practice of medicine 
because of any denominational reli- 
gious prejudice.” 
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CHURCH AND STATE 


Protestants and Other Americans United for Separation 
of Church and State 


1633 Massachusetts Ave., N. W., Washington 6, D. C. 


In a blunt reference to policy in 
the 934 Roman Catholic hospitals in 
the United States, the Bishop de- 
clared the Protestant view “quite di- 
vergent from a sister church whose 
head issues statements of approval 
and disapproval of various forms of 
medical treatment on so-called moral, 
but actually denominational and the- 
ological grounds.” 
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Roman Catholic representation 
among the 15 million U. S. Negroes 
is 420,590, or 2.8 per cent. 
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METHODIST CHURCHES 


Now Planning 1958-59 Budgets. 


Why not include an item for POAU? 
Get the facts on “our gravest social 
issue.” 

Yes—Please send POAU scroll and 
monthly packet of CHURCH-STATE 
REVIEWS. 
Church 
Pastor 
Amount 
(date) 

City and Zone 
State 


Will be paid by 


Mail this to: 
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1633 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., 
Washington 6, D. C. 
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